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Groundwater vulnerabilityReducing nitrate leachingmay not result in a significant improvement of groundwater quality. The amount of ni-
trate reaching groundwater depends not only on the hazard related to agricultural activities but also on-site spe-
cific groundwater vulnerability. Using national databases and other compiled datasets, the agricultural hazard
was calculated as the ratio of (i) the nitrate leached estimated from the N surplus, and (ii) the water surplus, a
proxy of the percolatingwater below the root zone. By combining the hazardwith amulti-parameter groundwa-
ter vulnerability, a spatially explicit groundwater contamination risk, developed formainland Portugal,was com-
puted for 1999 and 2009. Results show an increase from 8,800 to 82,679 ha of the territory ratedwith a very high
contamination risk. The priority areas were successfully screened by the Index, coinciding with the current Vul-
nerable Zones, although additional hotspots were detected in southern Portugal. Percolation, including both irri-
gation activity and precipitation, was found to be a key driver for the groundwater contamination risk due to its
opposite effects in the hazard and in the vulnerability. Reducing nitrogen leaching may be insufficient to reduce
the risk of nitrate contamination if there is a relatively larger reduction in precipitation. This index is particularly
useful when applied to contrasting situations of vulnerability and hazard, which require distinctmitigationmea-
sures to mitigate groundwater contamination.
© 2021 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.omia, DCEB, Tapada da Ajuda,1. Introduction
The Mediterranean climatic regions have been identified as a
hotspot for climate change (de Sherbinin, 2014; Diffenbaugh and
Giorgi, 2012; Giorgi and Lionello, 2008). Prolonged dry periods, higher
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2019; Linares et al., 2020) may cause a 30–50% decline in freshwater
availability (Milano et al., 2013). Coupledwith increased anthropogenic
pressure and higher water demand predicted for this region (Cramer
et al., 2018), the existing groundwater overexploitation can be further
aggravated (e.g. Goebel et al., 2019) and increase groundwater vulnera-
bility (Nistor, 2019).
Agriculture is considered one of themajor sources of diffuse ground-
water pollution in Europe (Harrison et al., 2019) through the over-
application of agricultural nitrogen (N) inputs. This can lead to nitrate
leaching to surface- and groundwater (Wang et al., 2019). High nitrate
concentrations in drinking water are associated with several public
health issues like colorectal (Schullehner et al., 2018), bladder, kidney
and brain cancer (Ward et al., 2018) and methemoglobinemia
(Sanchez-Echaniz et al., 2001). The EU Nitrates Directive 91/676/EEC
(ND) stipulates a maximum value for human consumption of 50 mg
NO3− L−1. The imposition of a legal threshold in nitrate concentration
in drinkingwater differentiates between nitrate contamination and pol-
lution, depending on whether it is below or higher than the threshold,
respectively.
The gross nitrogen balance (GNB) is an useful agri-environmental
indicator of potential environmental N losses to the air, soil and water
(Leip et al., 2011). Despite its simplicity, several authors have validated
its usefulness in predicting nitrate leaching (Blicher-Mathiesen et al.,
2014; Dalgaard et al., 2012; Wick et al., 2012). Furthermore, site-
specific leaching fractions have been applied to the GNB in order to es-
timate nitrate loads from below the root zone to deeper groundwater
(e.g., De Vries et al., 2011). While this approach provides a proxy for
the groundwater contamination hazard, it often fails to include the in-
trinsic characteristics of groundwater that influence the transport to
the phreatic zone (i.e., vulnerability).
Another approach is to apply groundwater vulnerability indexes
(e.g., DRASTIC; USEPA, 1985) to years where detailed data are available.
However, these models focus on groundwater vulnerability assessment
rather than on the contamination hazard and groundwater contamina-
tion risk. Thus, they can indicate high vulnerability, but no pollution risk
given the absence of a contamination load (Cameira et al., 2021). By in-
tegrating the hazard and vulnerability concepts, the present paper aims
to present a more holistic approach to assess and to rate the groundwa-
ter N contamination risk at a national scale. This methodology allows
the identification of the main risk factor in each aquifer and therefore
to assist technicians and policymakers in targeting the mitigation mea-
sures. To accomplish that, a risk-based index was determined forFig. 1. Precipitation for 1999 and 2009 (SNIRH, 2019) and the spatial distribution of themain aq
et al., 2014).
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Portugal, using extensive data for the years 1999 and 2009, by coupling
(i) anhazardmodule integrating the annualwater balance surplus (pre-
cipitation + irrigation) and the N leaching obtained from the disaggre-
gation of the previously calculated N gross balance into the different
environmental losses, and (ii) a vulnerability module, that accounts
for soil texture, land slope andnitrate residence time in the vadose zone.
2. Materials and methods
Themethodologywas applied on a national scale, consideringmain-
land Portugal. The territory presents a considerable heterogeneity in cli-
mate, geology and land use in a relatively small area (92,145 km2).
2.1. Precipitation in mainland Portugal: spatial and temporal patterns
Portugal is located in the transitional region between the
sub-tropical anticyclone and sub-polar depression, with latitudes and
longitudes ranging from 36°56′ and 42°09′N and 6°10 and 9°34′W, re-
spectively. It is characterized as having mild and rainy winters, and
warm and dry summers, the typical Mediterranean climate, though
there are considerable climatic spatiotemporal variability due to differ-
ent orographic conditions, particularly precipitation (Santos et al.,
2017). The average annual precipitation for the historical period of
1970–2000 was 882 ± 172 mm yr−1 (Belo-Pereira et al., 2011).
Whereas the mountainous regions in Northern Portugal are relatively
rainy throughout the year (average = 2000 mm yr−1; e.g., NW
Portugal), most of the precipitation occurs during winter in the flatter
Southern Portugal (mean ≈500 mm yr−1). Portela et al. (2020) have
analyzed the long-term rainfall trend in the latter regions
(1910–2018) and found a marked decline. Conversely, Portela et al.
(2014) showed that rainfall changes in mainland Portugal did not fol-
low any significant trend, except from a considerable decline in
March. Nonetheless, according to Belo-Pereira et al. (2011), precipita-
tion decreased about 9 and 19% in 1999 and 2009 compared to the av-
erage historical data (1960–2000), particularly in NW Portugal (45%;
Fig. 1).
2.2. Estimating leaching from nitrogen balances
The GNB previously calculated by Serra et al. (2019) at the munici-
pality scale for the years 1999 and 2009 was used to estimate nitrate
(NO3−) leaching. The authors took amass balance approach between ag-
ricultural N inputs and outputs (Eq. (1)), where the former includesuifer systems and the four hydrogeological units aswell as the hydraulic conductivity (Tóth
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nure N (Nman), sludge (Nss) and inorganic fertilisers applications (Nfert).
The outputs include the N in crop (Ncrop) and fodder production
(Nfodder), crop residues removed from the field (Nres) or burnt in situ
(Nburnt). All parameters are given in kg N ha−1 yr−1.
GNB ¼ Ndep þ Nbnf þ Nman þ Nss
þ Nfert− Ncrop þ Nfodder þ Nres þ Nburnt
  ð1Þ
Assuming no changes in the soil N stock, the GNB encompasses
losses to the atmospheric and aquatic environments in the form of gas-
eous emissions of ammonia (NH3), nitrous oxide (N2O), nitrogen oxides
(NOx) and molecular N (N2), and N losses through surface runoff and
leaching to ground- and surface water. By accounting these losses, the
GNB can be disaggregated into different N balance typologies (Leip
et al., 2011), which vary in purpose and data requirements. Here, we
calculated the soil surface nitrogen balance (SSNB; kg N ha−1 yr −1)
since Van Grinsven et al. (2012) found this a particularly useful proxy
for N losses to ground-and surface water (e.g., dams, rivers) (Eq. (2)).
SSNB ¼ GNB−Ngas−Nrunoff ¼ Nleach þNdenit ð2Þ
where Ngas is the sum of NH3, N2O and NOx emissions from manure
management systems and agricultural soils (kg N ha−1 yr−1), Nrunoff is
the N in surface runoff losses (kg N ha−1 yr−1), Nleach is the nitrate
leaching from below the root zone (kg N ha−1 yr−1) andNdenit is the de-
nitrification to molecular nitrogen (kg N ha−1 yr−1). If negative N bal-
ances occur, Nleach and Ndenit were set to 0. These situations were
attributed to statistical biases that affected the distribution of inorganic
fertilisers in 1999 (Serra et al., 2019) and/or soil N depletion
(Moklyachuk et al., 2019; Özbek and Leip, 2015).
Table 1 summarizes data inputs and sources as well as the methods
employed for each environmental N loss. Gaseous N losses as NH3, N2O
andNOxwere computed according to themanuremanagement (animal
housing andmanure storage) and field application of fertilisers (includ-
ing grazing). The IPCC (2019) emission factor (EF; %N-inputs) of 1% was
used for direct N2O emissions, but for the Mediterranean regions of
Portugal, the calculations were refined by using Cayuela et al. (2017)
EFs for different irrigation systems (rainfed, sprinkler, surface and
drip). Data on irrigated areas per crop and per irrigation systems atTable 1
Overview of the different data requirements and methods employed in the estimates of the va
Environmental losses Method
NH3, N2O, NOx and N2
emissions from housing and
manure storage EMEP (2016) Tier 2
NH3 emissions from manure
spreading
NH3 emissions from sludge
application
EMEP (2016) Tier 1
NH3 emissions from inorganic
fertiliser application
EMEP (2016) Tier 2
N2O emissions from soils
Emission factors based on climatic regions: Cayuela et al.
(2017) for the Mediterranean regions and IPCC (2019) fo
temperate regions
NOx emissions from soils EMEP (2016) Tier 1
N runoff from soil (Nrunoff) N runoff/leaching from manure management systems:
Neglected.
N runoff/leaching from soil: MITERRA approach (Velthof
et al., 2009)Total N-leaching from soil
(Nleach)
Total N denitrified (Ndenit)
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the municipality scale were available for 2009, while for 1999 the
existing data included only irrigated areas at the agrarian region scale
(Portugal Statistics, 1999, 2009). Consequently, data for 1999 were
downscaled from the agrarian region to the municipality scale using





where IAm99 and IAm09 are the irrigated area of themth municipality in
1999 and 2009 (in ha), respectively and IARA99 is the irrigated area of its
agrarian region (in ha). The extrapolated irrigated areas for 1999 were
further disaggregated into different crops and irrigation systems by
using the respective fractions of 2009 compared to the total irrigated
area of the same year. Crop N application rates from sludge, manure
and inorganic fertilisers were derived from Serra et al. (2019) and dis-
tributed to crop areas under different irrigation systems.
The MITERRA-EUROPE approach (Velthof et al., 2009) was used to
estimate runoff and leaching N losses (Table 1). Data regarding the
GNB and gaseous losseswere spatially distributed to a spatial resolution
of 100 × 100 m using the agricultural areas derived from the Corine
Land Cover (CLC) closest year, 2000 and 2012. An adjustment factor
was used to match the acreage of the utilized agricultural areas at the
municipality scale from Statistics Portugal (1999, 2009) and CLC agri-
cultural areas for the nearest year. N losses in surface runoff were com-
puted as:
Nrunoff ¼ f runoff x Napp ð4Þ
where Napp is the N-input from sludge, manure spreading, inorganic
fertilisers and animal N excreted onto pastures, corrected to NH3 losses
during housing, storage and grazing (kg N ha−1 yr−1) and frunoff is the
runoff fraction (%Napp). The latter is obtained as a function of slope
(S) and land use (LU) modified according to the excess of precipitation
surplus (PS; precipitation minus evapotranspiration), soil type (T) and
depth to rock (DR), reclassified according to Velthof et al. (2009):
f runoff ¼ f S x FLU xmin f PS; f T ; f DRð Þ ð5Þrious environmental N losses.
Input data
Livestock population, N excretion rates, housing systems and manure
application rates based on Serra et al. (2019).
Sludge N (Serra et al., 2019).
Fertiliser N (Serra et al., 2019) and soil pH (Pena et al., 2015).
r
Application of N in manure, sludge, fertiliser and excreted onto pastures (Serra
et al., 2019). N2O emissions from grazed pastures used IPCC (2019); for the
remaining N-inputs, N2O emissions were estimated based on climatic regions: in
temperate regions an emission factor of 1% was used (IPCC, 2019); in
Mediterranean regions the EFs were applied for each crop according to the
acreage of different irrigation systems (gravity, sprinkler, drip) or rainfed.
Application of N in manure, sludge, fertiliser and excreted onto pastures (Serra
et al., 2019).
Fraction of N in manure, sludge, fertiliser and excreted onto pastures (Serra
et al., 2019) corrected to NH3 losses before application, that depends on slope
(Panagos et al., 2012), land use (EEA, 2021a,b ), precipitation (SNIRH, 2019),
potential evapotranspiration (JRC, 2019), soil texture (Barata et al., 2015) and
depth to rock (Panagos et al., 2012).
Fraction of the SSNB that depends on land use, precipitation, potential
evapotranspiration, soil texture (i.e., N runoff sources), soil organic carbon and
rooting depth (Panagos et al., 2012).
Table 2
Risk scores used in the reclassification of Nc and RT
Risk Score (RS) Description NC classes (mg NO3- /L) RT classes (yr)
1 Very low < 25 > 20
2 Low 25 - 50 10 - 20
3 Moderate 50 – 75 5 - 10
4 High 75 – 100 3 - 5
5 Very high > 100 < 3
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tions (fleach; %SSNB):
Nleach ¼ f leach x SSNB ð6Þ
where fleach is determined as a function of soil texture (ST) and LUmod-
ified according to PS, soil organic carbon (SOC), temperature (TE) and
rooting depth (RD) (Eq. (7); Velthof et al., 2009). The remaining fraction
of the SSNB (fdenit; %SSNB) concerns denitrification to N2.
f leach ¼ 1− f denit ¼ f ST x f LU x min f SOC ; f TE; f RD; f PSð Þ ð7Þ
2.3. Estimating groundwater N contamination from diffuse agricultural
losses
In mainland Portugal, there are 93 groundwater bodies aggregated
into four main hydrogeological units (HU): Hercynean massif,
Meridional, Western and Tagus-Sado (Fig. 1). Sixty are aquifers, herein
mentioned as the main aquifer systems, and 33 are undifferentiated
hydrogeological formations. The main aquifer systems are located in
the coastal regions of Central (Western unit and Tagus-Sado) and
Southern Portugal (Meridional unit) (Fig. 1). The Hercynean massif,
mainly composed by igneous and metamorphic rocks, is characterized
by lowpermeability and productivity except in some carbonate aquifers
in the Alentejo province (Ribeiro and Cunha, 2010). TheMeridional unit
contains carbonate aquifers that are slightly over-exploited for agricul-
tural purposes. The Western unit has sedimentary and karst aquifers
as well as some multi-layered aquifer systems. The Tagus-Sado basin
is the most important aquifer in the Iberian Peninsula and the main
source of water for societal and agricultural purposes (Almeida et al.,
2000). It is a multi-layered aquifer system, covering 8000 km2 in a sed-
imentary basin where intensive agriculture occurs with implications in
groundwater pollution (Cameira et al., 2019, 2021).
2.3.1. Water percolation
Aquifer recharge results from percolated water from precipitation
and irrigation. Aquifer recharge rates presented in the River Basin Man-
agement Plans for the eight hydrographic regions in mainland Portugal
were derived only from precipitation (RR; in % precipitation; Lobo-
Ferreira et al., 2015). Since irrigation considerably impacts aquifer re-
charge in Mediterranean regions, especially during the summer, here
the recharge was estimated from both precipitation and irrigation
data. Thus, the water that percolates below the root zone (Perc; m3
ha−1 yr−1) is used as a proxy of aquifer recharge, similarly to other stud-
ies (Arauzo, 2017; Cameira et al., 2021). It was calculated as the result of
the water balance equation (Eq. (8))
Perc ¼ P x 10ð Þ þ I−ETc−R ð8Þ
where P is the precipitation (mm yr−1), I the irrigation water (m3
ha−1 yr−1), ETc the crop evapotranspiration (m3 ha−1 yr−1) and R is
the water lost through runoff (m3 ha−1 yr−1).
The irrigation water supply (Ii,j; m3 ha−1 yr−1) to the ith crop irri-
gated by the jth systemand occupying the area IAi,j (in ha) at themunic-
ipality scale was estimated based on (i) historical regional crop
irrigation requirements (IRi,j; m3 ha−1 yr−1) collated from the official
national irrigation authority (DGADR, 2019) and (ii) the irrigated
areas per crop and irrigation system previously used in the direct N2O
calculations. Data regarding crop acreage was spatially distributed ac-
cording to different land uses (LU) from the Corine Land Cover database
(Permanently Irrigated, Rainfed, Olive groves, Orchards, Pastures, Rice,
Vineyards, Heterogeneous). The total irrigation amounts for the ith spe-






Ii; jx IAi; j ð9Þ
Crop evapotranspiration was calculated according to the FAO crop




ETo x Kc;LU ; ð10Þ
where ETo (m3 ha−1 yr−1) is the reference evapotranspiration and Kc,LU
is a crop-specific coefficient variable according to the growth stage
(dimensionless), aggregated for each LU class. Finally, runoff losses
were calculated as a function of precipitation, irrigation, crop evapo-
transpiration and runoff fraction (frunoff; v.d 2.2):
R ¼ P  10þ I−ETcð Þ  f runoff ð11Þ
2.3.2. Risk of aquifer contamination with nitrate from agriculture
An index-based method was used to quantify the potential risk of
groundwater contamination by agricultural diffuse N losses. This risk
index (RI; dimensionless) is obtained by overlaying the N contamina-
tion hazard with the aquifer vulnerability (Cameira et al., 2021;
Kazakis and Voudouris, 2015). The N hazard, represented by the nitrate
concentration in the potential aquifer recharge from below the root
zone (Nc; mg NO3− L−1), improves on previous approaches that used
the N surplus (Cameira et al., 2019) and land use ratings (Kazakis and
Voudouris, 2015). Aquifer vulnerability is represented by residence
time (RT; yr), soil texture and slope, incorporating the effect of intrinsic
vulnerability (groundwater depth, vadose zone lithology) and specific
vulnerability (aquifer recharge). Nitrate concentration in the leached
water (Nc) was calculated as the ratio of the total N-leaching (Nleach;
kg N yr−1) from Eq. (6), and the percolation below the root zone
(Perc; m3 yr−1) from Eq. (8). Nitrate residence time in the vadose
zone was calculated according to Ascott et al. (2017):
RT ¼ D
VNO3
¼ D  ϕ=Perc ð12Þ
whereD is the groundwater depth (m), VNO3 is theNO3− vertical average
velocity from the bottom of the rootzone to the groundwater (m yr−1)
and ϕ is the effective porosity of the vadose zone (dimensionless).
Groundwater depth and effective porosity were collated from Fan
et al. (2013) and Gleeson et al. (2011), respectively. Slope and soil tex-
ture were obtained from the same sources as described in Table 1. All
parameters were resampled to a spatial resolution of 100 × 100 m and
reclassified intofive scores ranging from<0.2 (low risk) to 1 (very high)
(Table 2). Vulnerability was computed as a function of residence, slope
and soil texture with three different relative weights for each vulnera-
bility parameter:
Vulnerability ¼ wrt x RT þwslope x slopeþwsoil texture x soil texture; ð13Þ
wherewrt, wslope andwsoil texture are theweights for residence time (RT),
slope and soil texture, respectively, ranging from 0 to 1. The relative
J. Serra, M.R. Cameira, C.M.S. Cordovil et al. Science of the Total Environment 772 (2021) 145032weights for each parameter were computed emulating the approach to
calculate “effective weights” in single parameter sensitivity analysis.
This approach is widely used to assess the influence of the vulnerability
parameters of the DRASTIC method (Krogulec and Trzeciak, 2017; Oke,
2020; Rajput et al., 2019; Tomer et al., 2019). Firstly, vulnerability was
calculated by setting wrt to 0.6, and wslope and wsoil texture to 0.2, as the
theoreticalweights. A higherweightwas given to RT since theN leached
already accounts for soil texture and slope from the MITERRA fraction
parametrization (i.e., fleach). Moreover, the time lag until nitrate seeps
into the phreatic zone depends on residence time (RT), representing a
hydrologic legacy effect (Chen et al., 2018). Moreover, the time lag until
nitrate seeps into the phreatic zone depends on residence time (RT),
representing a hydrologic legacy effect (Chen et al., 2018). Spatially ex-








where Pw and Pr are the theoretical weight and reclassified raster map
for the ith parameter and V is the vulnerability. All units are dimension-
less. The vulnerability index was then recalculated using the effective
weights. The first iteration of vulnerability and the effective weights
are displayed in the supplementary material (Figs. S1 and S2).
The Risk Index (RI) for groundwater contaminationwith agricultural
nitrates can be thus computed:
RI ¼ Hazard x Vulnerability ð15Þ
RI was assessed following the risk score presented in Table 2. All
(GIS-based) calculations were performed using a spatial resolution of
100 × 100 m using R version 3.6.2 (R Core Team, 2019).Fig. 2. Agricultural gaseous (NH3, N2O, NOx) and runoff N losses (left) and the soil surface N bal
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3. Results
3.1. Overview of the soil surface nitrogen balance in Portugal
There was a small reduction of gaseous and runoff losses between
1999 and 2009 (Fig. 2, left). Volatilization of NH3 was the predominant
pathway of N loss, averaging 30 kg N ha−1 in both years, with a slight
decrease in maximum values (292 to 282 kg N ha−1 yr−1). Emissions
of other gases (N2O and NOx) were relatively small in most municipali-
ties,with average values below2.5 kgNha−1 yr−1. The directN2O emis-
sionswere approximately 15% lowerwhen using theMediterranean EFs
(0.75%) comparatively to the IPCC EFs for temperature regions (1%). De-
spite the similar runoff fractions in both years (≈4.8%), runoff losses de-
creased on average almost 45% (3.8 to 2.1 kg N ha−1 yr−1).
Fig. 2 (right) shows the dispersion of the SSNB calculated for all mu-
nicipalities. The overall value for the country decreased 26% from 1999
to 2009 (123 to ~91 Gg N yr−1, respectively) (1 Gg=1000 t). However,
the variability amongmunicipalities remained large and even increased
(more outliers), nearly reaching 600 kg N ha−1 yr−1 in somemunicipal-
ities in the coastal areas of the Central and NW regions.3.2. Estimating nitrogen leaching from the soil surface nitrogen balance
Table 3 presents the leaching and denitrification fractions, as per-
centage of the soil surface N balance (SSNB) and the corresponding
amounts of N leached frombelow the root zone and throughdenitrifica-
tion to the atmosphere at the mainland level. The largest portion of the
SSNBwas allocated to denitrification (≈81%). Total N leached decreased
32% over time, from 23.5 to 15.9 Gg N yr−1. This occurred in spite of set-
ting N-leaching to 0 in 23 municipalities in 1999 and 9 in 2009 due to
negative SSNBs, corresponding to 8.3 and 3% of the 278 municipalities,
respectively. These were mainly located in NW Portugal (Fig. 3), some
within the upper section of the Western unit, and totaled 244 t N
leached in 2009.ance, SSNB, the proxy to estimate N-leaching (right). The left plot uses a logarithmic scale.
Table 3
Denitrification and leaching fractions of the Soil Surface N balance (SSNB), and total N
denitrified and leached in mainland Portugal in 1999 and 2009. The numbers in brackets
are given in kg N ha−1 yr−1.
Soil surface N balance terms 1999 2009 Unit
Leaching fleach 19.0 17.4 %SSNB
Nleach 23.5 (6.3) 15.9 (4.5) kton N
Denitrification fdenit 81.0 82.6 %SSNB
Ndenit 99.5 (26.6) 74.9 (21.1) kton N
Total SSNB 123.4 (33.0) 91.1 (25.7) kton N
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zone calculated at a grid of 100 × 100 m in 1999 and 2009. On average,
from1999 to 2009, N-leaching decreased from5.5 to 3.7 kgNha−1 yr−1,
particularly in the South, over most of the west coast and to a lesser ex-
tent in the inland regions. By contrast, some coastal areas in central
Portugal showed higher annual N-leaching losses (50.7 to
68.0 kg N ha−1) in 2009 compared to 1999. Despite the overall decreaseFig. 3. Total N leaching from below the root zone for 1999 and 2009, and th
Fig. 4. The potential aquifer recharge in 1999 (left) and 2009 (middle), and the change b
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in N leaching in mainland Portugal, some parts of the Tagus-Sado basin
and Western unit showed an increase in the N leached (Fig. 3).3.3. Percolation water
Percolation water below the root zone is explored as an estimation of
the recharge. In agricultural land, the potential aquifer recharge (Perc) in-
cludes both the precipitation and irrigation water. At the mainland level,
Perc approximately halved between 1999 and 2009, declining from 8.8
to 4.4 km3 yr−1. On average, Perc also showed an average reduction of
50%, from 2067 ha−1 yr−1 to 1043 m3 ha−1 yr−1, respectively. Perc de-
clined over most of mainland Portugal but particularly in southern
Portugal but also to a lesser extent in some regions of NW Portugal
(Fig. 4). These reductions occurred despite an increase of 21% in irrigation
water usage (1.8 to 2.2 km3 yr−1), mainly in west coast of Portugal and
the Alentejo region. Fig. 4 also shows the variation between 1999 and
2009 of Perc aggregated at the aquifer level. Perc in the main aquifer sys-
tems totaled 1.8 and 0.9 km3 for 1999 and 2009, respectively. This declinee spatial variation between 1999 and 2009 in the main aquifer systems.
etween 1999 and 2009 in the main aquifer systems (right) (1 mm = 10 m3 ha−1).
Fig. 5. Spatial variation of the hazard (top), the vulnerability (middle) and the risk of contamination from agriculture (bottom) between 1999 and 2009.
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with an average reduction of 70%, while the remaining aquifers showed
comparatively lower increases (20%). The reduction in Perc was greatest
to the west and south of the country, with the increases occurringmainly
to the north of this area, near the coast.
3.4. Risk assessment of groundwater N contamination or pollution from
diffuse sources
Fig. 5 displays the spatial variability of the hazard, vulnerability and
the risk index in 1999 and 2009. On average, the hazard increased from
amoderate to a high level (mean of 0.41 in 1999 and 0.69 in 2009), with
the area associatedwith a very high hazard increasing from 0.17 to 0.63
million ha over the ten years. There was a considerable change in the
spatial distribution of cells with a very high hazard. In 1999, the high/
very high hazard areaswere scattered throughout theHercyneanmassif
aquifers in the Alentejo with some minor hotspots in the other HUs. In
the Tagus-Sado basin, the hazard was moderately high in its upper sec-
tion with some cells achieving a high hazard while its lower section
achieved a lower hazard. However, in 2009 most of this HU attained a
very high hazard. There was an increasing tendency in southern
Portugal, while the upper part of the Western unit remained similar in
both years.
Vulnerability was composed of one temporal (residence time) and
two physical (slope and soil texture) parameters. Both parameters
were higher in the sandy soil flatlands of southern Portugal and the
Tagus-Sado Basin (Fig. S3). In the upper section of the Western unit
the slope parameter was very high, but the soil texture parameter was
low, while the opposite occurred in its lower section. Residence time in-
creased from 1999 to 2009 (Fig. S4), except in the upper section of the
Western unit whose partial vulnerability remained very high in both
years. On average, the effective weights (i.e., contribution to the vulner-
ability) were greater for residence time (50 and 41%), slope (30 and
34%) and soil texture (21 and 25%) for 1999 and 2009, respectively.
The total vulnerability was, on average, classified as high and
remained very similar in both years although with a slight declining
tendency (0.69 in 1999 and 0.64 in 2009). There was a reduction in
the areas classified as very high (0.24 to 0.19 million ha) but with a
small increase in areas with a high vulnerability (0.36 to 0.39 million
ha). Vulnerability was higher in the upper and main sections of the
Western unit and Tagus-Sado, respectively, and in clusters throughout
southern Portugal.
The groundwater contamination risk index (RI) increased, on aver-
age, from a Low (0.29) to a Moderate risk (0.44). There was a consider-
able expansion of areaswith very high risk, which grew from 8800 ha in
1999 to 82,679 ha in 2009. This increase occurred mainly in southern
Portugal, particularly in the Tagus-Sado basin, the central and right
side of the Meridional unit and in all aquifers of the Hercynean massif.
The aquifers with the highest area fraction with very high risk were lo-
cated in the Hercynean massif: the Moura-Ficalho aquifer (20% or
3401 ha) in 1999 and the Gabros de Beja aquifer (40% or 12,589 ha) in
2009. The three aquifers of the Tagus-Sado basin attained the largest
areas classified as very high risk in 2009 (>28,000 ha each). Conversely,
the spatial variation in theWestern unit remained similar and relatively
low in both years, especially as most of its upper section was classified
with a very low risk. There was also an increase from a very low to a
very high risk in a minor hotspot in its southern section.
4. Discussion
4.1. Spatial variation of environmental losses and percolation water in
Portugal
4.1.1. Gaseous and runoff losses
To gain an insight into the spatial distribution of the main N losses
related to agricultural activities requires an understanding of the8
dynamics of land cover and land use in mainland Portugal. Between
1999 and 2009, the total arable land decreased by 30% (1.7 to 1.2million
ha) whereas the acreage of extensive pastures increased by a similar
fraction (30%; 1.3 to a 1.7 million ha) (Statistics Portugal, 2009). This
is partly explained by contrasting land-use tendencies between inland
and coastal regions. The former are characterized by land abandonment
and the conversion of arable land to extensively managed pastures and
agroforestry systems (Malek andVerburg, 2018). In contrast, the coastal
regions, where the most productive hydrogeological units are located
(Fig. 4), experienced an improvement in infrastructures (e.g., roads, hy-
draulic infrastructures), which led to the expansion of peri-urban agri-
culture (maize and vegetables) and livestock production (poultry and
pigs). The concentration of agricultural inputs and livestock into pro-
gressively smaller areas have had a direct impact on nitrogen pollution
and water quality.
Although gaseous/runoff losses decreased at the mainland level, the
number andmagnitude of the outliers increased (Fig. 2). The increase of
local N losses is particularly evident in the coastal regions of Central
Portugal (upper section of the Western unit). The main drivers for this
were the increase in the rates of manure spreading (393 to
600 kg N ha−1 yr−1), which increased runoff losses, and an increase in
urea-based fertilisers (14.5 to 24.1 Gg N yr−1) that led to local higher
NH3 emissions, despite the national reduction in inorganic fertiliser N
(149 to 96 Gg N yr−1; APA, 2017). These areas were identified as agri-
cultural N pollution hotspots by Serra et al. (2019), who found GNBs
up to 1000 kg N ha−1 yr−1 despite the overall decreasing GNB tendency
at the mainland level, from 49 to 39 kg N ha−1 yr−1 between 1999 and
2009. The similar pattern was found in SSNB which suggests a higher
potential for local losses of N leaching.
4.1.2. Nitrogen leaching
The reduction of Nleach in Portugal between 1999 and 2009 (32%) de-
rived from the overall lower leaching potential as estimated by the SSNB
and from lower fleach (Table 2), mostly due to the decline in precipita-
tion. Both fleach (18%SSNB) and frunoff (5%N-inputs) are in line with esti-
mates from Keuskamp et al. (2012) (28 and 5%, respectively) and
Velthof et al. (2009) (3 and 12%, respectively) for Europe. Similarly,
our mean value for Nleach in Portugal for 1999 is quite comparable to
data fromVelthof et al. (2009) for the year 2000 (6 and8kgNha−1 yr−1,
respectively). The decrease in UAAmay have contributed to this reduc-
tion of Nleach in mainland Portugal, but other factors are also likely to be
important. These include the implementation of the ND and the delin-
eation of Nitrate Vulnerable Zones (NVZ) in 2004 through Action Pro-
grams, with mandatory measures such as restrictions on animal
stocking rates and maximum fertilization rates per crop and soil physi-
cal properties. According to Velthof et al. (2014), the implementation of
the ND in Europe reduced N leaching losses by 16% for the period
2000–2008, but up to 30–60% in countries with intensive agriculture
such as in northwestern Europe where the NVZs cover larger areas
(Dalgaard et al., 2014; Van Grinsven et al., 2012).
Inmainland southern Portugal therewas a considerable improvement
in reducingNleach,whichmaybe explainedby land abandonment/conver-
sion to extensively managed permanent pastures, a greater efficiency in
the use of inorganic fertiliserN, and/or lower inputs ofmanureNalthough
it is unclear which is the predominant factor (Serra et al., 2019). Our esti-
mates for one NVZ in this region (240 t N in 2009) are comparable to
those also made by Malta et al. (2017) and Hugman et al. (2017) (300
and 256 t N for 2007, respectively). By contrast, Nleach increased in the re-
maining aquifer systems, particularly in the upper section of theWestern
unit and in the Tagus-Sado basin to a lesser extent (Fig. 3). However,
Nleach was set to 0 in some regions within the limits of two NVZs located
in theWestern unit. Cameira et al. (2019, 2021) and Cordovil et al. (2018)
present similar conclusions for the spatial distribution of the Tagus NVZ
insofar as therewas a significant reduction of the GNB in its upper section
and a slow stabilization in its southern part, where livestock production is
the main activity. Additionally, the expansion of intensively managed
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diverging spatial tendency.
The implementation of the NVZs, which cover only 4.4% of mainland
Portugal, resulted in different levels of effectiveness in reducing Nleach.
Our data suggests that regions with low manure N (Algarve in the Me-
ridional unit; Fig. 1) or where grazing practices are prevalent (Alentejo
in the Hercyneanmassif; Fig. 1) were able to achieve greater reductions
in Nleach. Conversely, theWestern unit and the Tagus-Sado basin, where
there is a greater competition for land, resulted in the intensification of
local agro-ecosystems and subsequently of aggravated nitrate pollution.
This occurred despite the implementation of three NVZs, two in the
Western unit and one in the Tagus-Sado basin.
4.1.3. Percolation water
The year 2009 was comparatively much drier than both the mean
historical data and 1999 (Fig. 1), registering a reduction of 50% in Perc
overmainland Portugal and also in the area covered by themain aquifer
systems. Accordingly, our estimates show that irrigation water require-
ments increased over time (1.8 to 2.2 km3 yr−1) and are in line with
data from FAO (2016), around 2 km3 for the year 2007. Irrigation was
of particular importance in the Western unit and Tagus-Sado, partly
due to the existence of rice paddies and the intensification of agricul-
tural production (e.g., tomatoes for industrial processing and forage
maize), but also in the Alentejo region in 2009, also as a result of the ac-
cess to irrigation water from the new Alqueva reservoir. However, irri-
gation could not counteract the comparatively lower precipitation in
2009, resulting in a sharp decline in Perc, particularly in southern
Portugal (Fig. 4). The marked spatial variation of Perc in the upper sec-
tion of theWestern unit derived from a small increase of 10 and 25% in
precipitation and irrigation, respectively.
4.2. Identification of areaswith high risk of agricultural nitrate contamination
Our results show a large increase in agricultural areas identified as
having a very high hazard and groundwater contamination risk despite
the overall reduction in nitrate leaching from below the root zone
(32%). This increase derived from a larger decline in Perc (50%) which
resulted in the overall increasing tendency for nitrate concentration in
percolation water from below the root zone (i.e., hazard). Locally, the
increase in hazard holds for two different situations: one where both
Nleach and Perc increased, albeit where the latter did so at a faster rate
(e.g., Southern Portugal), and other where Nleach increased and Perc de-
creased (e.g., Tagus-Sado basin). Conversely, the upper section of the
Western unit showed an increasing tendency for Nleach and Perc, thus
resulting in a slightly higher hazard. It should be noted that the hazard
in the upper section of the Western unit may have been
underestimated, since Nleach was set to 0 in some municipalities, due
to negative GNBs (Serra et al., 2019).
This approach to estimate hazard fails to account, however, for ni-
trate accumulation in the vadose zone from past agricultural activities
(Ascott et al., 2017). While the overall reduction in Perc increased the
agricultural hazard, it had an opposite effect in RT, which was the vul-
nerability parameter with the highest effective weights in both years.
The Western unit attained a very high vulnerability in both years as
most of the area is characterized by flat, sandy soils with low residence
times. Our estimates of areas with very high vulnerability are in agree-
ment with studies in the Western unit (Ribeiro and Cunha, 2010) and
the alluvial plains in the Tagus-Sado basin (Mendes and Ribeiro, 2010)
using a Susceptibility Index.
The diverging tendencies calculated for the hazard and vulnerability
resulted, nonetheless, in an increase of the overlap between cells with
high hazard and vulnerability, and thus in the risk of nitrate contamina-
tion (Fig. 5). The reduction in Perc, particularly in southern Portugal,
may have over- and underestimated the hazard and vulnerability,
respectively. The areas classified with very high risk in 2009 closely re-
sembled the NVZs in Portugal, such as the Tagus NVZ in the Tagus-Sado9
basin, the Gabros de Beja NVZ in the Hercynean massif aquifers or the
Tavira NVZ in the eastern part of the Meridional unit (Fig. S5). Further-
more, the development of this risk index allowed the identification of a
new hotspot in the central region of the Meridional unit. This region is
characterized by intensively managed citrus and vegetable productions
(6156–8730 m3 ha−1 yr−1 for drip irrigation, respectively; DGADR,
2019) andwith inputs of inorganic fertiliser N (ca. 130 kg N ha−1 yr−1).
Despite the increase in the contamination risk, our data suggests an im-
provement in Nleach (Fig. 3) and in the application of inorganic fertilisers
(Serra et al., 2019) in this region. It should be noted, however, that by
not accounting nitrate storage in the vadose zone, the contamination
index fails to identify the risk derived from the cumulative effect of rel-
atively low hazard but very high vulnerability areas (e.g., upper section
of theWestern unit). Further, the indexmay overestimate the risk in re-
gions with high hazard but a very low vulnerability since nitrate trans-
port from the groundwater to aquifers is reduced due to the intrinsic
conditions. Therefore, these contrasting cases may require different
targeted measures to reduce the contamination risk (see below).
4.2.1. Usefulness in the definition of spatially targeted measures to tackle
groundwater contamination
The risk index here developed provides a relatively simple approach
that enables the identification of groundwater vulnerable areas, such as
by other indexes (e.g., DRASTIC; USEPA, 1985), while its scope is ex-
tended by including a N hazard module. For this reason, it presents an
alternative approach to delimitate NVZs (e.g., Arauzo, 2017; Sajedi-
Hosseini et al., 2018), and an alternative to process-based models,
which require considerably more input data. Its application improves
our understanding of the interactions between hazard and vulnerabil-
ity, integrating these into a framework to assess the risk of groundwater
contamination. Furthermore, it contributes to groundwater governance
by simplifying information flows about prevalent issues and thus to
enact countermeasures accordingly.
The index is particularly useful when applied to contrasting situations
of vulnerability and hazard, which require distinctly different measures.
Areas with high vulnerability but low hazard (e.g., upper section of the
Western unit and Tagus-Sado basin) may require drastic interventions
to preserve the quality of groundwater resources, since N leached easily
reaches the phreatic zone. Spatially differentiated strategies regarding
changes in land use and land cover can be employed to reduce the hazard
(see Hashemi et al., 2016 for a comprehensive review). For instance, con-
version of cropland to pasture or forest conversions can reduceN leaching
(Li et al., 2020; Liu et al., 2013; Rode et al., 2009) and enhance soil water
storage (Kroes et al., 2019), thus positively affecting both the hazard and
vulnerability. However, these measures may have limited effectiveness
when employed in areas with high vulnerability. This is illustrated by
theNetherlands, a countrywith relatively high groundwater vulnerability
(Nistor, 2019), where despite increasingly stringent nutrient policies, the
groundwater nitrate concentrations still exceeded 50mg L−1 in the sandy
regions during the period 1990–2014 (VanGrinsven et al., 2016). In these
regions, reducing the groundwater contamination risk and nitrate con-
centration may require such severe restrictions on agricultural activities
that they become untenable. If this is the case, the reallocation of agricul-
tural activities to areas with lower vulnerability would be an option.
However, thiswouldhave severe socioeconomic implications and it is un-
likely to be implemented unless top priority is given to groundwater
governance.
In contrast to areas with a high vulnerability and low hazard, areas
with low vulnerability and high hazard (e.g., southern Portugal) can
greatly benefit from stricter agri-environmental policies and associated
agronomic measures, through the expansion of the designated NVZs.
However, our data shows that the positive effect of the implementation
of some existing NVZs did not achieve the expected effect, due to the
reduction in precipitation. Improved agronomic practices in Mediterra-
nean agro-ecosystems can reduce seasonal nitrate leaching losses
through cover cropping during autumn/winter heavy precipitation
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gation practices in the summer (Sanz-Cobena et al., 2017). The use of
nitrate-contaminated groundwater for irrigation presents an additional
source of N, often underestimated by farmers. In some parts of the
Tagus-Sado basin, irrigation N accounted for 30–35% of total N-inputs
(Cameira et al., 2019), though there are reported values up to
159 kg N ha−1 yr−1 elsewhere (Quemada et al., 2020). Shifting the irriga-
tion source to surfacewater had a greater impact in nitrate concentrations
than improved agronomic practices in an aquifer in the Meridional unit
(Hugman et al., 2017), although its effectiveness as a general measure
would vary, depending on nitrate concentration in surface- and
groundwater.
4.3. Future considerations
In the future, themodel here employed can be expanded over an an-
nual basis for a larger period to better understand temporal trends, with
the inclusion of the Portuguese islands (Azores and Madeira), which
have a different set of hydrogeologic conditions and N dynamics
(Prada et al., 2016; Cruz et al., 2013). Other anthropogenic point sources
(e.g., sewage effluents, industry) that affect groundwater quality can be
calculated (e.g., Morée et al., 2013) or derived from public datasets
(Vigiak et al., 2020). Similarly, theflexibility and scope of the vulnerabil-
ity modelling framework can be enhanced by including other nutrients
and elements than nitrogen. For instance, Kazakis et al. (2020) and
Busico et al. (2020) collected water and soil samples for multiple pa-
rameters used as vulnerability predictors. Although Busico et al.
(2020) achievedmoderately strong correlationswith nitrate concentra-
tions (R2 of 0.62 and 0.75),machine learning algorithms such as random
forests also have the potential to accurately predict nitrate concentra-
tion in groundwater (Canion et al., 2019; Knoll et al., 2019; Rahmati
et al., 2019). A scenario module can also be developed to gain insight
on future trends of agricultural N flows and associated impacts in
terms of risk areas (Nistor, 2019). This can provide a valuable contribu-
tion to (ground)water governance.
5. Conclusions
The risk index of nitrate contamination proposed here aimed to as-
sess the groundwater contamination riskwithN from agricultural activ-
ity, at a national scale, considering the spatial variation of the
agricultural N hazard and the site-specific aquifer vulnerability. As an
input to the contamination risk, percolation has opposite effects on
the hazard and the vulnerability: its reduction can increase the agricul-
tural hazard while reducing the vulnerability.
CRediT authorship contribution statement
J. Serra: Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal analysis, Investiga-
tion, Visualization, Writing – original draft.M.R. Cameira: Conceptuali-
zation, Investigation, Supervision, Writing – original draft, Writing –
review & editing. C.M.dS. Cordovil: Conceptualization, Investigation,
Writing – original draft, Writing – review & editing, Supervision. N.J.
Hutchings: Conceptualization, Investigation, Writing – original draft,
Writing – review & editing, Supervision.
Declaration of competing interest
The authors declare that they have no known competing financial
interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influ-
ence the work reported in this paper.
Acknowledgements
This project has been initially developed under the scope of the pro-
ject “NitroPortugal: Strengthening Portuguese Research an innovation10capacities in the field of excess reactive nitrogen”, funded by EU
H2020-TWINN 692331. João Serra gratefully acknowledges funding
from the Portuguese Foundation for Science and Technology (FCT) un-
der the PhD grant SFRH/BD/147111/2019.Maria do Rosário Cameira re-
ceived funds from the FCT under the research unit UID/AGR/04129/
2019—LEAF. Claudia M.d.S. Cordovil received funding from the Forest
Research Centre, a research unit funded by the FCT, Portugal (UIDB/
00239/2020).
Appendix A. Supplementary data
Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.145032.
References
Allen, R.G., Pereira, L.S., Raes, D., Smith, M., 1998. Crop Evapotranspiration - Guidelines for
Computing Crop Water Requirements. FAO, Rome, p. 300 (Irrigation and drainage
paper, n. 56).
Almeida, C., Mendonça, J.J.L., Jesus, M.R., Gomes, A.J., 2000. Sistemas aquíferos de Portugal
Continental Centro de Geologia da Faculdade de Ciências de Lisboa e Instituto da
Água. (in Portuguese).
APA, 2017. Portuguese National Inventory Report on Greenhouse Gases, 1990–2015 (Sub-
mitted Under the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change and the
Kyoto Protocol).
Arauzo, M., 2017. Vulnerability of groundwater resources to nitrate pollution: a simple
and effective procedure for delimiting Nitrate Vulnerable Zones. Sci. Total Environ.
575, 799–812. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2016.09.139.
Ascott, M.J., Gooddy, D.C., Wang, L., Stuart, M.E., Lewis, M.A., Ward, R.S., Binley, A.M., 2017.
Global patterns of nitrate storage in the vadose zone. Nat. Commun. 8, 1–6. https://
doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-01321-w.
Barata, L.T., Leitão, M., Saavedra, A., Cortez, N., Varennes, A., 2015. Cartografia da textura
dos solos de Portugal Continental: camada superficial (até 30 cm). LEAF/ISA/Ulisboa
[in Portuguese]. Available at. http://epic-webgis-portugal.isa.utl.pt/.
Belo-Pereira, M., Dutra, E., Viterbo, P., 2011. Evaluation of global precipitation data sets
over the Iberian Peninsula. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos. 116, 1–16. https://doi.org/
10.1029/2010JD015481.
Blicher-Mathiesen, G., Andersen, H.E., Larsen, S.E., 2014. Reprint of “Nitrogen field bal-
ances and suction cup-measured N leaching in Danish catchments”. Agric. Ecosyst.
Environ. 198, 36–43. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2014.06.033.
Busico, G., Kazakis, N., Cuoco, E., Colombani, N., Tedesco, D., Voudouris, K., Mastrocicco, M.,
2020. A novel hybrid method of specific vulnerability to anthropogenic pollution
using multivariate statistical and regression analyses. Water Res. 171, 115386.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2019.115386.
Cameira, M.R., Rolim, J., Valente, F., Faro, A., Dragosits, U., Cordovil, C.M.d.S., 2019. Spatial
distribution and uncertainties of nitrogen budgets for agriculture in the Tagus river
basin in Portugal – implications for effectiveness of mitigation measures. Land Use
Policy 84, 278–293. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2019.02.028.
Cameira, M. do R., Rolim, J., Valente, F., Mesquita, M., Dragosits, U., Cordovil, C.M.d.S.,
2021. Translating the Agricultural N Surplus Hazard Into Groundwater Pollution
Risk: Implications for Effectiveness of Mitigation Measures in Nitrate Vulnerable
Zones. vol. 306. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2020.107204.
Canion, A., McCloud, L., Dobberfuhl, D., 2019. Predictive modeling of elevated groundwa-
ter nitrate in a karstic spring-contributing area using random forests and regression-
kriging. Environ. Earth Sci. 78, 1–11. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-019-8277-1.
Cayuela, M.L., Aguilera, E., Sanz-Cobena, A., Adams, D.C., Abalos, D., Barton, L., Ryals, R.,
Silver, W.L., Alfaro, M.A., Pappa, V.A., Smith, P., Garnier, J., Billen, G., Bouwman, L.,
Bondeau, A., Lassaletta, L., 2017. Direct nitrous oxide emissions in Mediterranean cli-
mate cropping systems: emission factors based on a meta-analysis of available mea-
surement data. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 238, 25–35. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
agee.2016.10.006.
Chen, D., Shen, H., Hu, M., Wang, J., Zhang, Y., Dahlgren, R.A., 2018. Legacy nutrient dy-
namics at the watershed scale: principles, modeling, and implications. Advances in
Agronomy, 1st ed. Elsevier Inc. https://doi.org/10.1016/bs.agron.2018.01.005.
Cordovil, C.M.d.S., Cruz, S., Brito, A.G., Cameira, M. do R., Poulsen, J.R., Thodsen, H.,
Kronvang, B., 2018. A simplified nitrogen assessment in Tagus River Basin: a manage-
ment focused review. Water (Switzerland) 10, 1–18. https://doi.org/10.3390/
w10040406.
Cramer, W., Guiot, J., Fader, M., Garrabou, J., Gattuso, J.-P., Iglesias, A., Lange, M.A., Lionello,
P., Llasat, M.C., Paz, S., Peñuelas, J., Snoussi, M., Toreti, A., Tsimplis, M.N., Xoplaki, E.,
2018. Climate change and interconnected risks to sustainable development in the
Mediterranean. Nat. Clim. Chang. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-018-0299-2.
Cruz, J.V., Silva, M.O., Dias, M.I., Prudêncio, M.I., 2013. Groundwater composition and pol-
lution due to agricultural practices at Sete Cidades volcano (Azores, Portugal). Appl.
Geochem. 29, 162–173. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeochem.2012.11.009.
Dalgaard, T., Bienkowski, J.F., Bleeker, A., Dragosits, U., Drouet, J.L., Durand, P., Frumau, A.,
Hutchings, N.J., 2012. Farm Nitrogen Balances in Six European Landscapes as an Indi-
cator for Nitrogen Losses and Basis for Improved Management, pp. 5303–5321
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-9-5303-2012.
Dalgaard, T., Hansen, B., Hasler, B., Hertel, O., Hutchings, N.J., Jacobsen, B.H., Jensen, L.S.,
Kronvang, B., Olesen, J.E., Schjørring, J.K., Kristensen, I.S., Graversgaard, M.,
J. Serra, M.R. Cameira, C.M.S. Cordovil et al. Science of the Total Environment 772 (2021) 145032Termansen, M., Vejre, H., 2014. Policies for agricultural nitrogen management-trends,
challenges and prospects for improved efficiency in Denmark. Environ. Res. Lett. 9.
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/9/11/115002.
de Sherbinin, A., 2014. Climate change hotspots mapping: what have we learned? Clim.
Chang. 123, 23–37. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-013-0900-7.
De Vries, W., Leip, A., Reinds, G.J., Kros, J., Lesschen, J.P., Bouwman, A.F., 2011. Comparison
of land nitrogen budgets for European agriculture by various modeling approaches.
Environ. Pollut. 159, 3254–3268. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2011.03.038.
DGADR, 2019. Ação 7.5 - Uso Eficiente da Água [in Portuguese]. Available at. https://www.
dgadr.gov.pt/rec/acao-7-5-uso-eficiente-da-agua.
Diffenbaugh, N.S., Giorgi, F., 2012. Climate change hotspots in the CMIP5 global climate
model ensemble. Clim. Chang. 114, 813–822. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-012-
0570-x.
EEA (European Environmental Agency), 2021a. Corine Land Cover (CLC) 2000, Version
2020_2021. https://land.copernicus.eu/pan-european/corine-land-cover/clc-2000?
tab=download [accessed in February 2021].
EEA (European Environmental Agency), 2021b. Corine Land Cover (CLC) 2012, Version
2020_2021. https://land.copernicus.eu/pan-european/corine-land-cover/clc-2012?
tab=download [Accessed in February 2021].
EMEP/EAA, 2016. EMEP/EEA Air Pollutant Emission Inventory Guidebook 2016. European
Environmental Agency. Luxembourg: Publications Office of the European Union
https://doi.org/10.2800/247535.
Fan, Y., Li, H., Miguez-Macho, G., 2013. Global patterns of groundwater table depth. Sci-
ence 339, 940–943. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1229881 (80-. ).
FAO, 2016. AQUASTAT Main Database, Food and Agriculture Organization of the United
Nations (FAO) (Website accessed on 24 May 2019).
Founda, D., Varotsos, K.V., Pierros, F., Giannakopoulos, C., 2019. Observed and projected
shifts in hot extremes’ season in the Eastern Mediterranean. Glob. Planet. Chang.
175, 190–200. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2019.02.012.
Giorgi, F., Lionello, P., 2008. Climate change projections for the Mediterranean region.
Glob. Planet. Chang. 63, 90–104. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2007.09.005.
Gleeson, T., Smith, L., Moosdorf, N., Hartmann, J., Dürr, H.H., Manning, A.H., Van Beek,
L.P.H., Jellinek, A.M., 2011. Mapping permeability over the surface of the Earth.
Geophys. Res. Lett. 38, 1–6. https://doi.org/10.1029/2010GL045565.
Goebel, M., Knight, R., Halkjær, M., 2019. Mapping saltwater intrusion with an airborne
electromagnetic method in the offshore coastal environment, Monterey Bay, Califor-
nia. J. Hydrol. Reg. Stud. 23, 100602. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejrh.2019.100602.
Harrison, S., McAree, C., Mulville, W., Sullivan, T., 2019. The problem of agricultural ‘dif-
fuse’ pollution: getting to the point. Sci. Total Environ. 677, 700–717. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.04.169.
Hashemi, F., Olesen, J.E., Dalgaard, T., Børgesen, C.D., 2016. Review of scenario analyses to
reduce agricultural nitrogen and phosphorous loading to the aquatic environment.
Sci. Total Environ. 573, 608–626. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2016.08.141.
Hugman, R., Stigter, T., Costa, L., Monteiro, J.P., 2017. Modeling nitrate-contaminated
Groundwater Discharge to the Ria Formosa Coastal Lagoon (Algarve, Portugal).
Procedia Earth Planet. Sci. 17, 650–653. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.proeps.2016.12.174.
IPCC, 2019. In: Calvo Buendia, E., Tanabe, K., Kranjc, A., Baasansuren, J., Fukuda, M.,
Ngarize, S., Osako, A., Pyrozhenko, Y., Shermanau, P., Federici, S. (Eds.), Refinement
to the 2006 IPCC Guidelines for National Greenhouse Gas Inventories. vol. 4. IPCC,
Switzerland, Kanagawa, Japan (Chapter 11).
JRC, 2019. Gridded Agro-metereological Data in Europe, Agri4Cast Resources Portal (Last
accessed in January 2020).
Kazakis, N., Voudouris, K.S., 2015. Groundwater vulnerability and pollution risk assess-
ment of porous aquifers to nitrate: modifying the DRASTICmethod using quantitative
parameters. J. Hydrol. 525, 13–25. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2015.03.035.
Kazakis, N., Matiatos, I., Ntona, M.M., Bannenberg, M., Kalaitzidou, K., Kaprara, E., Mitrakas,
M., Ioannidou, A., Vargemezis, G., Voudouris, K., 2020. Origin, implications and man-
agement strategies for nitrate pollution in surface and ground waters of
Anthemountas basin based on a δ15N-NO3− and δ18O-NO3− isotope approach.
Sci. Total Environ. 724, 138211. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.138211.
Keuskamp, J.A., Van Drecht, G., Bouwman, A.F., 2012. European-scale modelling of
groundwater denitrification and associated N2O production. Environ. Pollut. 165,
67–76. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-048X.2012.05551.x.
Knoll, L., Breuer, L., Bach, M., 2019. Large scale prediction of groundwater nitrate concen-
trations from spatial data using machine learning. Sci. Total Environ. 668, 1317–1327.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.03.045.
Kroes, J., van Dam, J., Supit, I., de Abelleyra, D., Verón, S., deWit, A., Boogaard, H., Angelini,
M., Damiano, F., Groenendijk, P., Wesseling, J., Veldhuizen, A., 2019. Agrohydrological
analysis of groundwater recharge and land use changes in the Pampas of Argentina.
Agric. Water Manag. 213, 843–857. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2018.12.008.
Krogulec, E., Trzeciak, J., 2017. DRASTIC assessment of groundwater vulnerability to pollu-
tion in the Vistula floodplain in central Poland. Hydrol. Res. 48, 1088–1099. https://
doi.org/10.2166/nh.2016.259.
Leip, A., Britz, W., Weiss, F., De Vries, W., 2011. Farm, land, and soil nitrogen budgets for
agriculture in Europe calculated with CAPRI. Environ. Pollut. 159, 3243–3253.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2011.01.040.
Li, S., Xu, J., Tang, S., Zhan, Q., Gao, Q., Ren, L., Shao, Q., Chen, L., Du, J., Hao, B., 2020. A
meta-analysis of carbon, nitrogen and phosphorus change in response to conversion
of grassland to agricultural land. Geoderma 363, 114149. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
geoderma.2019.114149.
Linares, C., Díaz, J., Negev, M., Martínez, G.S., Debono, R., Paz, S., 2020. Impacts of climate
change on the public health of the Mediterranean Basin population - current situa-
tion, projections, preparedness and adaptation. Environ. Res. 182, 109107. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2019.109107.11Liu, R., Zhang, P., Wang, X., Chen, Y., Shen, Z., 2013. Assessment of effects of best manage-
ment practices on agricultural non-point source pollution in Xiangxi Riverwatershed.
Agric. Water Manag. 117, 9–18. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2012.10.018.
Lobo-Ferreira, J.P., Leitão, T.E., Oliveira, M.M., 2015. Portugal’s river basin management
plans: groundwater innovative methodologies, diagnosis, and objectives. Environ.
Earth Sci. 73, 2627–2644. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-014-3462-8.
Malek, Ž., Verburg, P.H., 2018. Adaptation of land management in the Mediterranean
under scenarios of irrigation water use and availability. Mitig. Adapt. Strateg. Glob.
Chang. 23, 821–837. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11027-017-9761-0.
Malta, E. Jan, Stigter, T.Y., Pacheco, A., Dill, A.C., Tavares, D., Santos, R., 2017. Effects of ex-
ternal nutrient sources and extreme weather events on the nutrient budget of a
Southern European coastal lagoon. Estuar. Coasts 40, 419–436. https://doi.org/
10.1007/s12237-016-0150-9.
Mendes, M.P., Ribeiro, L., 2010. Nitrate probability in the northern aquifer alluvial system
of the river Tagus (Portugal) using Disjunctive Kringing. Sci. Total Environ. 408 (5),
1021–1034. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2009.10.069.
Milano, M., Ruelland, D., Fernandez, S., Dezetter, A., Fabre, J., Servat, E., Fritsch, J.M.,
Ardoin-Bardin, S., Thivet, G., 2013. Current state of Mediterranean water resources
and future trends under climatic and anthropogenic changes. Hydrol. Sci. J. 58,
498–518. https://doi.org/10.1080/02626667.2013.774458.
Moklyachuk, L., Furdychko, O., Pinchuk, V., Mokliachuk, O., Draga, M., 2019. Nitrogen bal-
ance of crop production in Ukraine. J. Environ. Manag. 246, 860–867. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.jenvman.2019.05.108.
Morée, A.L., Beusen, A.H.W., Bouwman, A.F., Willems, W.J., 2013. Exploring global nitro-
gen and phosphorus flows in urban wastes during the twentieth century. Glob.
Biogeochem. Cycles 27, 836–846. https://doi.org/10.1002/gbc.20072.
Nistor, M.M., 2019. Groundwater vulnerability in Europe under climate change. Quat. Int.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2019.04.012.
Oke, S.A., 2020. Regional aquifer vulnerability and pollution sensitivity analysis of drastic
application to dahomey basin of Nigeria. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 17. https://
doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17072609.
Özbek, F.Ş., Leip, A., 2015. Estimating the gross nitrogen budget under soil nitrogen stock
changes: a case study for Turkey. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 205, 48–56. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.agee.2015.03.008.
Panagos, P., Van Liedekerke, M., Jones, A., Montanarella, L., 2012. European Soil Data Cen-
tre: response to European policy support and public data requirements. Land Use Pol-
icy 29 (2), 329–338. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2011.07.003.
Pena, S.B., Silva, J., Cortez, N., Varennes, A., 2015. Cartografia de pH para Portugal Conti-
nental. LEAF/ISA/Ulisboa [in Portuguese]. Available at. http://epic-webgis-portugal.
isa.utl.pt/.
Poch-Massegú, R., Jiménez-Martínez, J., Wallis, K.J., Ramírez de Cartagena, F., Candela, L.,
2014. Irrigation return flow and nitrate leaching under different crops and irrigation
methods in Western Mediterranean weather conditions. Agric. Water Manag. 134,
1–13. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2013.11.017.
Portela, M.M., Santos, J.F., Silva, A.T., Portela, M.M., Santos, J.F., Silva, A.T., 2014. Trends in
rainfall and streamflow series: Portuguese case studies. Int. J. Saf. Secur. Eng. 4,
221–248. https://doi.org/10.2495/SAFE-V4-N3-221-248.
Portela, M.M., Espinosa, L.A., Studart, T., Zelenakova, M., 2020. Rainfall trends in Southern
Portugal at different time scales. In: Monteiro, J., João Silva, A., Mortal, A., Aníbal, J., da
Silva, M., Oliveira, M., Sousa, N. (Eds.), INCREaSE 2019. Springer International Publish-
ing, Cham, pp. 3–19.
Prada, S., Cruz, J.V., Figueira, C., 2016. Using stable isotopes to characterize groundwater
recharge sources in the volcanic island of Madeira, Portugal. J. Hydrol. 536,
409–425. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2016.03.009.
Quemada, M., Lassaletta, L., Jensen, L.S., Godinot, O., Brentrup, F., Buckley, C., Foray, S.,
Hvid, S.K., Oenema, J., Richards, K.G., Oenema, O., 2020. Exploring nitrogen indicators
of farm performance among farm types across several European case studies. Agric.
Syst. 177, 102689. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agsy.2019.102689.
R Core Team, 2019. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. R Founda-
tion for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria https://www.R-project.org/.
Rahmati, O., Choubin, B., Fathabadi, A., Coulon, F., Soltani, E., Shahabi, H., Mollaefar, E.,
Tiefenbacher, J., Cipullo, S., Ahmad, B. Bin, Tien Bui, D., 2019. Predicting uncertainty
of machine learning models for modelling nitrate pollution of groundwater using
quantile regression and UNEEC methods. Sci. Total Environ. 688, 855–866. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.06.320.
Rajput, H., Kumar, A., Goyal, R., 2019. Use of improved DRASTIC model for groundwater
vulnerability assessment of upper Alwar district of Rajasthan state. ISH J. Hydraul.
Eng. 00, 1–9. https://doi.org/10.1080/09715010.2019.1599303.
Ribeiro, L., Cunha, V., 2010. Groundwater in the southern member states of the European
Union: an assessment of current knowledge and future prospects, country report for
Portugal. EASAC policy report 12, 26–28.
Rode, M., Thiel, E., Franko, U., Wenk, G., Hesser, F., 2009. Impact of selected agricultural
management options on the reduction of nitrogen loads in three representative
meso scale catchments in Central Germany. Sci. Total Environ. 407, 3459–3472.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2009.01.053.
Sajedi-Hosseini, F., Malekian, A., Choubin, B., Rahmati, O., Cipullo, S., Coulon, F., Pradhan,
B., 2018. A novel machine learning-based approach for the risk assessment of nitrate
groundwater contamination. Sci. Total Environ. 644, 954–962. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.07.054.
Sanchez-Echaniz, J., Benito-Fernandez, J., Mintegui-Raso, S., 2001. Methemoglobinemia
and consumption of vegetables in infants. Pediatrics 107, 1024–1028. https://doi.
org/10.1542/peds.107.5.1024.
Santos, M., Fragoso, M., Santos, J.A., 2017. Regionalization and susceptibility assessment to
daily precipitation extremes in mainland Portugal. Appl. Geogr. 86, 128–138. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2017.06.020.
J. Serra, M.R. Cameira, C.M.S. Cordovil et al. Science of the Total Environment 772 (2021) 145032Sanz-Cobena, A., Lassaletta, L., Aguilera, E., del Prado, A., Garnier, J., Billen, G., Iglesias, A.,
Sánchez, B., Guardia, G., Abalos, D., Plaza-Bonilla, D., Puigdueta-Bartolomé, I., Moral, R.,
Galán, E., Arriaga, H., Merino, P., Infante-Amate, J., Meijide, A., Pardo, G., Álvaro-
Fuentes, J., Gilsanz, C., Báez, D., Doltra, J., González-Ubierna, S., Cayuela, M.L.,
Menéndez, S., Díaz-Pinés, E., Le-Noë, J., Quemada, M., Estellés, F., Calvet, S., van
Grinsven, H.J.M., Westhoek, H., Sanz, M.J., Gimeno, B.S., Vallejo, A., Smith, P., 2017. Strat-
egies for greenhouse gas emissions mitigation in Mediterranean agriculture: a review.
Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 238, 5–24. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2016.09.038.
Schullehner, J., Hansen, B., Thygesen, M., Pedersen, C.B., Sigsgaard, T., 2018. Nitrate in
drinking water and colorectal cancer risk: a nationwide population-based cohort
study. Int. J. Cancer 143, 73–79. https://doi.org/10.1002/ijc.31306.
Serra, J., Cordovil, C.M.d.S., Cameira, M.R., Cruz, S., Hutchings, N.J., 2019. Challenges and
solutions in identifying agricultural pollution hotspots using gross nitrogen balances.
Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 283, 106568. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2019.106568.
SNIRH - Sistema Nacional de Informação de Recursos Hídricos. https://snirh.apambiente.
pt/ [accessed in September 2019].
Statistics Portugal, 1999. Recenseamento Geral da Agricultura 1999 (in Portuguese).
Statistics Portugal, 2009. Recenseamento Geral da Agricultura 2009 (in Portuguese).
Tomer, T., Katyal, D., Joshi, V., 2019. Sensitivity analysis of groundwater vulnerability
using DRASTIC method: a case study of National Capital Territory, Delhi, India.
Groundw. Sustain. Dev. 9, 100271. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gsd.2019.100271.
Tóth, B., Weynants, M., Nemes, A., Makó, A., Bilas, G., Tóth, G., 2014. New generation of hy-
draulic pedotransfer functions for Europe. Eur. J. Soil Sci. 66 (1), 226–238. https://doi.
org/10.1111/ejss.12192.
United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), 1985. DRASTIC: a standard sys-
tem for evaluating groundwater potential using hydrogeological settings. Ada 163.
Van Grinsven, H.J.M., Ten Berge, H.F.M., Dalgaard, T., Fraters, B., Durand, P., Hart, A.,
Hofman, G., Jacobsen, B.H., Lalor, S.T.J., Lesschen, J.P., Osterburg, B., Richards, K.G.,
Techen, A.K., Vertès, F., Webb, J., Willems, W.J., 2012. Management, regulation and12environmental impacts of nitrogen fertilization in northwestern Europe under the
Nitrates Directive; a benchmark study. Biogeosciences 9, 5143–5160. https://doi.
org/10.5194/bg-9-5143-2012.
Van Grinsven, H.J.M., Tiktak, A., Rougoor, C.W., 2016. Evaluation of the Dutch implemen-
tation of the nitrates directive, the water framework directive and the national emis-
sion ceilings directive. NJAS - Wageningen J. Life Sci. 78, 69–84. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.njas.2016.03.010.
Velthof, G.L., Oudendag, D., Witzke, H.P., Asman,W.A.H., Klimont, Z., Oenema, O., 2009. In-
tegrated assessment of nitrogen losses from agriculture in EU-27 using MITERRA-
EUROPE. J. Environ. Qual. 38, 402. https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq2008.0108.
Velthof, G.L., Lesschen, J.P., Webb, J., Pietrzak, S., Miatkowski, Z., Pinto, M., Kros, J., Oenema,
O., 2014. The impact of the Nitrates Directive on nitrogen emissions from agriculture
in the EU-27 during 2000–2008. Sci. Total Environ. 468–469, 1225–1233. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2013.04.058.
Vigiak, O., Grizzetti, B., Zanni, M., Aloe, A., Dorati, C., Bouraoui, F., Pistocchi, A., 2020. Do-
mestic waste emissions to European waters in the 2010s. Sci. Data 7, 1–13. https://
doi.org/10.1038/s41597-020-0367-0.
Wang, Y., Ying, H., Yin, Y., Zheng, H., Cui, Z., 2019. Science of the Total Environment Esti-
mating soil nitrate leaching of nitrogen fertilizer from global. Sci. Total Environ. 657,
96–102. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.12.029.
Ward, M.H., Jones, R.R., Brender, J.D., de Kok, T.M., Weyer, P.J., Nolan, B.T., Villanueva, C.M.,
van Breda, S.G., 2018. Drinking water nitrate and human health: an updated review.
Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 15, 1–31. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph15071557.
Wick, K., Heumesser, C., Schmid, E., 2012. Groundwater nitrate contamination: factors
and indicators. J. Environ. Manag. 111, 178–186. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jenvman.2012.06.030.
